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BEMARKS

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the Examiner's comments detailed in the Final Office
Action dated 01 December 2003, which have greatly assisted Applicant in responding.
.The following remarks are numbered following the Examiner’s Final Office Action
5 numbers. Claims 1-5, 8-25, 31, and 33-35 are pending in the present application.
Claims 1, 12, 13, 19, 20, 31 have been amended. Applicant respectfully requests

reconsideration of the present application as'preliminarily amended.

In The Claims:

1. In the Final Office Action dated 01 December 2003, the Examiner has rejected

10 Claims 1, 5, 8, 19, 31 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No.
5,987,317 to VENTURINI.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

The amended independent Claims 1, 19 and 31 specifically recite that the first
communication is directed to a communication device associated with the user and that
15 the message-indicating device “and said communication device are separate devices."
This distinct feature of the message-indicating device, fully supported by the detailed
description of the invention, is unique to the invention. The distinct feature specified in
'amended independent Claims 1, 19 and 31 is neither disclosed nor suggested by
VENTURINI. Therefore, the subject matter in independent Claims 1, 19, 31 are

20 patentably distingbishable from the cited reference and thus should be allowed.

Page 2 of 24

PAGE 7/29* RCVD AT 4/112004 7:12:17 PM [Eastemn Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/1 * DNIS:8729306 * CSID:650 474 8401 * DURATION (mm-ss):07-26



B e »

" 04/01/2004 THU 16:14 FAX 650 474 8401 GLENN PATENT GROUP [41008/029

)

Claims 5 and 8, which depend directly or indirectly from the amended independent

Claim 1, should also be allowed for the same reasons as stated above.

2. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claims 2-3 under 35 us.C.
5 §103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI as applied to Claim 1, and in view of
U.S. Patent No. 6,418,305 to NEUSTE!N.

Applicant respectfully disagrees,

Claims 2 and 3 depend directly or indirectly from amended independent Claim 1,
Claims 2 and 3 now comprise the distinct feature that the message-indicating device
10 “and said communication device are separate devices,_" which is fully supported by the
detailed descriptibn of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor
suggested by VENTURINI or NEUSTEIN, nor suggested by any combination of the
cited references. Because the amended independent Claim 1 is allowable, Claims 2

and 3 should also be allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

15

3. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 4 under 35 U.S.C.

§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,363,431
to SCHULL.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.
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Claim 4 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 1. Claim 4 now
comprises the distinct feature that the message-indicating device “and said
communication device are separate devices,” which is fully supported by the detailed
description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by
5 VENTURINI or SCHULL, nor sugg'estéd by any combination of the cited references.
Because the amended independent Claim 1 is allowable, Claim 4 should also be

allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

"4, In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 9 under 35 U.S.C.

10 §103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,918,158
to LUPORTA.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

Claim 9 depends indirectly from the amended -independent Claim 1. Claim 9 now
comprises the distinct feature that the message-indicating device “and said
15 communication device are separate devices," which is fully supported by the detailed
description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by
VENTURINI or LUPORTA, nor Suggested by any combination of the cited references.

Because the amended independent Claim 1 is allowable, Claim 9 should also be

allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

20
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5. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 10 under 35 U.S.C.
§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,838,226
to HOUGGY.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

5 . Claim 10 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 1. Claim 10 now
comprises the distinct feature that the message-indicating device “and said
communication device are separate devices,” which is fully supported by the detailed

~ description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by
VENTURINI or HOUGGY, nor suggested by any combination of the cited references.
10 Because the amended independent Claim 1 is allowable, Claim 10 should also be

‘allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

6. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 11 under 35 U.S.C.

§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,317,485
15 - to HOMAN.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

Claim 11 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 1. Claim 11 now
comprises the distinct that the message-indicating device “and said communication
device are separate devices,” which Is fully supported by the detailed description of the '

20 invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by VENTURINI or
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HOMAN, nor suggested by any combination of the cited references. Because the
- amended independent Claim 1 is allowable, Claim 11 should also be allowed at least for

the same reasons as stated above.

5 7. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 12 under 35 U.S.C.

§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of NEUSTEIN.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

The ahended independeht Claim 12 specifically recites that the communication is
directed to a communication device associated with the user and that the first message-
10 indicating device “and said communicatidn device are separate devices.” This distinct
feature of the first meésage-indicating device, fully supported by the detailed description
of the invention, is unique to the invention. The distinct feature specified in amended
independent Claim 12 cannot be found in VENTURINI or NEUSTEIN, nor is it taught or
suggested by any of the cited references or any combination thereof. The 'subject
15 matter of Claim 12 is also fully supported by the disclosure and is patentably
distinguishable frbm the cited references, taken alone or in combination. Therefore,

independent Claim 12 should be allowed.
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8. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claims 13 and 17 under 35
U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of U.S. Patent No.
6,313,733 to KYTE.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

5 The amended independent Claim 13 specifically recites that the first communication is
directed to a communication device associated with the user and that the first message-
indicating device “and said communication device are separate devices." This distinct
feature of the first message-indicating deviée, fully supported by the detailed description
of the invention, is unique to the invention. The distinct feature specified in amended

10 independent Claim 13 cannot be found in VENTURINI or KYTE, nor is it taught or
suggested by any of the cited references or any combination thereof. The subject
matter of Claim 13 is also fully suppofted by the disclosure and is patentably
distinguishable from the cited references, taken alone or in combination. Therefore,

independent Claim 13 should be allowed.

15 Claim 17 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 13. Claim 17 néw
comprises the distinct feature that the first message-indicating device “and said
communication device are separate devices," which is fully supported by the detailed
description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by
VENTURINI or KYTE, nor suggested by any combinafion.of the cited references.

20 Because the amended independent Claim 13 is allowable, Claim 17 shoﬁld also be

allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.
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9. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claims 14 and 15 under 35

U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of KYTE and further in
view of NEUSTEIN.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.'

5 Claims 14 and 15 depend directly or indirectly from the amended independent Claim 13.
Claims 14 and 15 now comprise the distinct feature that the first message-indicating
device "and said communication device are separate devices," which is fully supported
by the detailed description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor
suggested by VENTURINI, KYTE or NEUSTEIN, nor suggested by any combination of

10 the cited references. Because the amended independent Claim 13 is allowable, Claims

14 and 15 should also be allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

10. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 16 under 35 U.S.C.

§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of KYTE and further in view of
15 SCHULL.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

Claim 16 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 13. Claim 16 now
comprises the distinct feature that the first message-indicating device “and said
' communication device are separate devices," which is fully supported by the detailed

20 description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by
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VENTURINI, KYTE or SCHULL, nor suggested by any combination of the cited
references. Because the amended independent Claim 13 is allowable, Claim 16 should

also be allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

5 11. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 18 under 35 U.S.C.

§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of KYTE and further in view of .
HOUGGY. |

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

Claim 18 depends indirectly from the amended independent Claim 13. Claim 18 now
10 compfises the distinct feature that the first message-indicating device “and said
communication device are separate devices," which is fully supported by the detailed
description of the 'invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by
VENTURINI, KYTE or HOUGGY, ﬁor suggested by any combination of the cited
references, Because the amended fndependent Claim 13 is allowable,.Clai.m 18 should

15 also be allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above,

12. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claims 20 and 21 under 35

U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of NEUSTEIN.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.
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The amended independent Claim 20 specifically reciteé that the communication is
directed to a communication device associated with a user énd that the apparatus "and
said communication device are separate devices." This distinct feature of the
apparatus, fully supported by the detailed description of the invention, is unique to the
5 invention. The diétinct feature specified in amended independent Claim 20 ¢cannot be
found in VENTURINI or NEUSTEIN, nor is it taught or suggested by any of the cited
references .or any combination thereof. The subject matter of Claim 20 is also fully
supported by the disclosure and is patentably distinguishable from the cited references,

taken alone or in combination. Therefore, independent Claim 20 should be allowed.

10 Claim 21 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 20. Claim 21 now
comprises the distinct feature that the apparatus "and said communication device are
separate devices,” which is fully supported by the detailed description of the invention.
This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by VENTURIN} or NEUSTEIN,
nor-suggested by any combination of the cited references. Because the amended

15 independent Claim 20 is allowable, Claim 21 should alsc be allowed at least for the

- same reasons as stated above.

13. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claims 22 and 23 under 35
U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of NEUSTEIN and
20 further in view of SCHULL.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.
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Ciaims 22 and 23 depend directly or indirectly from the amended independent Claim 20.
Claims 22 and 23 now comprise the distinct feature that the apparatus “"and said
communication device are separate devices,"” which is fully supported by the detailed
description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by.
5 VENTURINI, NEUSTEIN or SCHULL, nor suggested by any combination of the cited
references. Because the amended independent Claim 20 is allowable, Claims 22 and

23 should also be allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

14. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claims 24 and 25 under 35 |

10 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of NEUSTEIN and
further in view of KYTE. "

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

Claims 24 and 25 depend directly from the amended independent Claim 20. Claims 24
and 25 now comprise the distinct feature that the apparatus "and said communication
15 device are separate devices," which is ful|y supported by the detalled description of the
invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor sdggested by VENTURINI,
NEUSTEIN or KYTE, nor suggested by any combination of the cited references.

Because the amended independent Claim 20 is allowable, Claims 24 and 25 should

also be allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

20
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15. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 33 under 35 U.S.C.
§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINYI, in view of KYTE and further in view of
HOUGGY.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

5 Claim 33 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 31. Claim 33 now
comprises the d?stinct feature that fhe first waiting indication device "and said
communication device are separate devices," which is fully supported by the detailed
description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by
VENTURINI, KYTE or HOUGGY, nor suggested by any combination of the cited

10 references. Because the amended independent Claim 31 is allowable, Claim 33 should

also be allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

16. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 34 under 35 U.S.C.
§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of KYTE and further in view of
15 HOMAN.

Applicant respectfully disagrees.

Claim 34 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 31. Claim 34 now
comprises the distinct feature that the first waiting indication device "and said
communication device are separate devices,” which is fully supported by the detailed

20 description of the invention. This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by.
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VENTURINI, KYTE or HOMAN, nor suggested by any combination of the cited
references. Because the amended independent Claim 31 is allowable, Claim 34 should

also be allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.

5 17. In the Final Office Action, the Examiner has rejected Claim 35 under 35 U.S.C.

§103(a) as being unpatentable over VENTURINI, in view of NEUSTEIN.
Applicant respectfully disagrees.

Claim 35 depends directly from the amended independent Claim 31, Claim 35 now
comprises the distinct feature that the first waiting indication device apparatus "and said
10 communication device are separate devices," which is fully supported by the detailed
de;scripti;)n of the invention, This distinct feature is neither disclosed, nor suggested by
VENTURINI or NEUSTEIN, nor suggested by any combination of the cited references.
Because the amended independent Claim 31 is allowable, Claim 35.should also be

allowed at least for the same reasons as stated above.
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CONCLUSION

in view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant submits that all pending
claims are patentable and are now in condition for allowance., Such alfowance is

5  respectiully requested.

Respectfully submitted,

/

T

Michael A. Glenn’
Reg. No. 30,176
10

Customer No. 22862

15
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